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Panellists

• Neven Duic, Editor, Energy Conversion and Management & Subject Editor, Energy

• Soteris Kalogirou, Editor-in-Chief, Renewable Energy

• Jiří Jaromír Klemeš, Co-Editor-in-Chief, Journal of Cleaner Production

• Eleonora Riva Sanseverino, Editor UNIPA SPRINGER series, Guest Editor 

Energies

Moderator

• Adam Fraser, Senior Publisher, Renewable and Sustainable Energy Journals, Elsevier
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The role of a publisher (me)

 A.k.a. “publishing editor” or “journal publishing manager”

 Focus on a particular, but quite broad subject area

 Oversee editorial office, submission system, production of journal, distribution, 

legal issues, ethics issues, recruitment, outreach budgeting & payments, 

contracts etc.

 No hands-on work on peer review

 Editorial independence
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What to expect when you try to publish…

By Nick D. Kim, PhD

http://lab-initio.com/
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“Typical” peer-review process
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Read The ‘Guide for Authors’ and the Aims and Scope

• Find it on the journal homepage of the publisher

• Editors do not like wasting time on poorly prepared 
manuscripts

• Each journal can have unique, or specific 
requirements (e.g. about reporting of data, word 
length etc) 

• Submitting to an incorrect journal costs you time, 
and effort, think carefully and then submit!
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The main forms of peer review

 Single or double blind peer review

 Varies massively across disciplines

 Single most common

 “Sound science” peer review

 PLOS One, Heliyon, Frontiers, etc

 Pre-publication or post-publication

 Pre-pub: vast, vast majority

 Post-pub: e.g. F1000, Copernicus 
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References and further reading

• H.C. Williams (2004) “How to reply to referee’s comments when submitting 
manuscripts for publication”, Journal of the American Academy of 
Dermatology Vol. 51, pp 71-83.

• T. M. Annesley (2011), “Top 10 tips for responding to reviewers and editor comments”, 
Clinical Chemistry, Vol. 57, No. 4, pp 551-554

• 7 tips for dealing with reviewer comments. ECR2STAR. 
http://ecr2star.org/blog/2013/10/15/7-secrets-for-dealing-with-reviewer-comments

• Editage Insights: How to deal with conflicting reviewer comments. 
http://www.editage.com/insights/how-to-deal-with-conflicting-reviewer-comments

• Editage Insights: Submission and Peer Review. http://www.editage.com/insights/how-to-
respond-to-comments-by-peer-reviewers

• Editage Insights: How to write a great rebuttal letter. 
http://www.editage.com/insights/how-to-write-a-great-rebuttal-letter

http://ecr2star.org/blog/2013/10/15/7-secrets-for-dealing-with-reviewer-comments
http://www.editage.com/insights/how-to-deal-with-conflicting-reviewer-comments
http://www.editage.com/insights/how-to-respond-to-comments-by-peer-reviewers
http://www.editage.com/insights/how-to-write-a-great-rebuttal-letter
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Getting the slides

Search for “Researcher Academy 
Elsevier Workshop” or
www.researcheracademy.com

Enter this code: SRKXFI

http://www.researcheracademy.com/


How to write a research paper 
that gets through prescreening?

Prof.dr.sc. Neven Duić
Editor – Energy Conversion and Management, Q1, IF = 6.377

Subject Editor – Energy, Q1, IF = 4.968

Editorial Board – Applied Energy, Q1, IF = 7.900

Regional Editorial Board – Thermal Science, Q3, IF = 1.093

Editor-in-Chief – JSDEWES, Scopus Q2, CiteScore 1.10



Prescreening

• Did you check the journal scope? 

• Did you actually read the journal guidelines? 

• Did you structure it properly? IMRAD?

• What is the hypothesis? Is it unique and 
novel? Did you actually prove it in the paper? 

• Did you check for similarity? 

• Can your English be easily understood? 



Ethics in publishing
Professor Soteris Kalogirou

Cyprus University of Technology

Editor-in-Chief – Renewable Energy journal



Important things to note: 
• Do not copy parts from other papers.

– Plagiarism is a scientifically wrong behavior.

– Similarity is now checked as part of the initial screening 
and papers are rejected automatically because of that-
including even own papers.

• Cite properly material taken from other papers.

• Cite equations taken from other sources not derived 
by the authors.
– This does not apply to standard well-known relations.

• A usual cause of problems is self-plagiarism – usually 
involving papers initially presented in conferences.



Similarity check

• All papers pass through similarity check.

• The tool used is ithenticate which compares the 
paper with millions of other published sources.

• Usually single words and bibliography are excluded.

• The tool does not compare equations, tables and 
figures.

• The interpretation of results is responsibility of the 
Editor.

• Some examples…..



Example 1 – no problem



Example 2 – problematic case



Example 3 – extreme case



Sometimes small similarity but 

in crucial area of the paper….



Plagiarism

• Very serious accusation affecting the 

academic career of the 

researcher/academic.

• For this reason we must be very careful.



Retraction reasons



Same text, but….



The problem of self-plagiarism
• Usually apply for papers initially presented in conferences and 

with little or no change they are submitted to journals.
– These are usually not identified by ithenticate unless proceedings 

are published internationally but as the reviewers are experts in 
the field usually they were present at the conference.

• Not as serious as plagiarism – coping materials from other 
people and claim it as yours

• Still problematic because:
– Originality is questioned
– Avoid retraction possibility in the future – many times people 

reading papers in a specific area come across the similar papers –
usually published in different journals and they ask for measures.

– In this case retraction is the only possibility….



One example:



Other areas of ethical problems
• Using inappropriate data

– In one case one paper was using data from a real system from 2010-2016, 
but the system was put in operation in mid-2016.

• Authorship problems
– Authors added or subtracted between resubmissions
– Both publisher and the editor/s are against “gift-authorship”
– Usually problems between supervisors and students

• Salami publishing
– Basically the same paper published with minor additions, not necessarily 

of high similarity – attempt to increase the number of papers

• Submission of the same paper in two different journals
– Impossible for the tool to identify similarity….

• Cases where similarity is low but most of the tables and figures are the 
same.



Ethical problems related to the 

review process

• Reviewers asking authors to cite their papers
– Most of the times the papers are irrelevant to the 

paper under evaluation.

– Sometimes it is very difficult to identify in the 
review comments – many tricks are used.

– We send a warning letter to such reviewers – and 
removed if this behaviour is repeated. 

• Preparation of a discussion paper just to 
reduce the credit of an author or to publish 
even in this way a “paper”.



Thank you for your attention…..

I will be happy to answer any 

questions…..

Professor Soteris Kalogirou

Emails: 
soteris.Kalogirou@cut.ac.cy

Rene-editor@cut.ac.cy

mailto:soteris.Kalogirou@cut.ac.cy
mailto:Rene-editor@cut.ac.cy


Peer Review
• One of the main outputs of research work.

• Important to maintain the integrity of science 
by filtering out invalid or poor-quality papers

• R-index (Logan 2014)

• There can be various R-indices: R-factor, 
R 5 - over 5 years, R 2 - over two years 
and R 1- over a calendar or running year 

• The quality of content is not captured by 
quantitative measures

• Poor reviewers usually do not get re-invited, 
delay reviewing process



Peer Review Process

Elsevier Publishing Campus

 Novelty
 Clear research gaps
 Clear scope 
 Concise abstract
 Clear conclusion
 Presentation and structure
 Scientific English
 Formatting
 Similarity check



Reviewer Recognition Platform



Mendeley by Elsevier

Publication and 

review record

reference and citation manager



Mendeley by Elsevier

statistics

reference and citation manager

Other available functions 



• Reviewer profile and merits

Speed up research by harnessing the power of peer 
review

Reviewer Recognition Platform

R-index



• Peer review awards

• Statistics/ ranking (by field of study, by 

country, by institution etc)

Speed up research by harnessing the power of peer 
review

Reviewer Recognition Platform







|

Getting the slides

Search for “Researcher Academy 
Elsevier Workshop” or
www.researcheracademy.com

Enter this code: SRKXFI

http://www.researcheracademy.com/

